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. NEWTONIAN AERODYNAMICS FOR TANGENT 
OGIVE BODIES OF REVOLUTION 
Edward E. Mayo 
ABSTRACT 
Aerodynamic coefficients and static stability characteristics 
of tangent ogive bodies of revolution are presented. The body fine- 
ness ratio varied from a hemisphere (fineness ratio = 0.5) to a 
fineness ratio of 7 and the angle of attack ranged from 0 to 180'. 
. 
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NEWTONIAN AERODYNAMICS FOR TANGENT OGIVE 
BODIES OF REVOLUTION 
Edward E. Mayo 
SUMMARY 
301 85’ 
Aerodynamic coefficients and static stability characteristics of tan- 
gent ogive bodies of revolution are presented. The body fineness ratio 
varied from a hemisphere (fineness ratio = 0.5) to a fineness ratio of 7 
and the angle of attack ranged from 0 to 180 degrees. Since, for most 
applications, an afterbody will be added to the tangent ogive to form a 
complete vehicle, the aerodynamics presented do not include the effects 
of the base. 
An increase in fineness ratio resulted in increased lift, decreased 
drag and, subsequently, a rapid increase in the lift-to-drag ratio. Near 
zero lift, the agreement between the impact theory and existing experi- 
mental stability values improves with increasing Mach number with the 
exception of the normal force derivative for fineness ratios less than 4. 
The axial force coefficient is not adequately predicted by the impact theory, 
particularly at low angles of attack where the skin friction and base drag 




axial force, force coefficient, axial force/qS 
drag force coefficient, drag force/qS . 
lift force coefficient, lift force/qS 
pitching moment coefficient, pitching moment/qSD 
normal force coefficient, normal force/qS 
C D  
C L  
c m  
CN 
d reference diameter 
f fineness ratio, d/d 
.e body length 
L/D lift-drag ratio 
M free stream Mach number 
dynamic pressure 
free stream Reynolds number based on configuration length R N  
rr d2 reference area, -
4 
S 
S ,  wetted area 
X C P  
center-of-pressure location, aft of nose, 
a angle-of -attack, deg . 
6 
P 
surface slope from body axis, 6(x/d) 




NEWTONIAN AERODYNAMICS FOR TANGENT 
OGIVE BODIES O F  REVOLUTION 
INTRODUCTION 
In modifying the known zero lift aerodynamics for vehicles with tangent 
ogive noses to correspond to other configurations, the tangent ogive aerodynamics 
must be known. The available methods of prediction a re  limited to small angles 
of attack. For cases where it is desirable to know the aerodynamics at large 
angles of attack (for example, in determining payload dynamics during re-entry), 
there is insufficient experimental data and no eloquent means of theoretical 
prediction. 
In reference 1, experimental tests at Mach numbers from 2.75 to 5.0 at angles 
of attack up to 25' showed that with increasing Mach number the aerodynamic 
characteristics of fineness ratio 3, 5 and 7 tangent ogives approached those pre- 
dicted by Newtonian Impact theory. Thus, it may be surmised that for the lower 
supersonic o r  lower hypersonic (depending upon the fineness ratio) Mach num- 
bers, the second order shock expansion theory of reference 2 would adequately 
predict the near zero lift aerodynamics; and at the higher Mach numbers, the 
Impact theory should yield adequate preliminary prediction. Based on the studies 
of reference 3,  and experimental programs supporting reference 4, the Impact 
theory (or modified Impact theory) should also yield adequate prediction at the 
large angles of attack. As the angle of attack is increased, it is anticipated that 
the agreement Mach number will decrease since the hypersonic similarity param- 
eter (M6) , more o r  less, determines the agreement Mach number. 
The closed form solutions for the prediction of the Newtonian Impact aero- 
dynamics for tangent ogive bodies at high angles of attack probably would require 
more time to evaluate than the basic integrals themselves. References 4 and 5 
have shown that the machine computation of the Newtonian aerodynamics accord- 
ing to the procedures given in reference 5 is extremely accurate. The computer 
solution time is on the order of several miliutes for a complete angle-of-attack 
range. The computer program of reference 5 was used to generate the coefficients 
presented herein. 
The purpose of this paper is to present the Newtonian static aerodynamic 
characteristics for tangent ogive bodies at angles of attack from 0' to 180'. Par- 
ticular emphasis has been given to the comparison of the fineness ratio 3, 5 and 
7 bodies with existing experimental data. 
1 
CONFIGURATION AND RANGE OF VARIABLES 
The tangent ogive configuration and aerodynamic reference system used 
herein is shown in Figure 1. Computations were performed for body fineness 
ratios of 0.5 and 1 to 7 in unit increments. The angle of attack varied from O o  
to 10' in 1' increments; from 10' to 30' in 2.5O increments; and from 30' to 
180° in 5' increments. 
METHOD OF COMPUTATION 
All aerodynamic coefficients presented were determined by numerically 
integrating the Newtonian force and moment equations of reference 5 on an IBM 
7094 digital computer. The tangent ogive body geometry, as shown in Figure 1, 
was programmed into the body coefficient expressions of reference 5. The body 
equations for the tangent ogive are  derived in the Appendix and summarized 
below. 
-- - )/(f2+ 1/4)2 - (x/d - f ) 2  - ( f 2  - 1/4) 
d 
1 f - x/d p / d  t f 2  - 1/4 6 = tan" 
All  coefficients correspond to a maximum stagnation point pressure coefficient 
of 2.* Since, for most applications, an afterbody will be added to the tangent 
ogive to form a complete vehicle, the aerodynamics presented do not include the 
effects of the base. The center-of-pressure location and normal force coefficient 
curve slope near zero angle of attack were determined by assuming linearity 
from 0 to 5 degrees angle of attack. 
*All the computed coefficients may be modified to correspond to the actual stagnation point pres- 
sure coefficient by multiplying the computed coefficients by the ratio of the actual stagnation 
point pressure coefficient to the Newtonian value (2.0). 
2 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
For convenience of the user, the aerodynamic coefficients a re  presented in 
both tabular and graphical form. The basic aerodynamics a re  given in Table 1 
and Figure 2. It is seen from figures 2(d), 2(e), and 2(f) that near zero lift, an 
increase in fineness ratio results in increased lift, decreased drag, and subse- 
quently, a rapid increase in lift-to-drag ratio. 
* 
In Figure 3, the near zero lift stability characteristics a re  compared with 
the experimental values given in reference 2. The agreement between the impact 
theory and experimental stability values improves with increasing Mach number 
with the exception of the normal force derivative for fineness ratios less than 
about 4. 
A comparison of the impact theory for fineness ratio 3,  5 and 7 bodies with 
experimental values from reference 1 is presented in Figure 4.* * In general, as  
previously substantiated in reference 1, Figure 4 shows that with increasing Mach 
number the aerodynamic characteristics approach those predicted by Newtonian 
impact theory. 
The axial force coefficient is not adequately predicted by the impact theory, 
particularly at the lower angles of attack where the skin friction and base drag 
contributions become significant contributors to the total drag. As the angle of 
attack and Mach number is increased, the agreement between the impact theory 
and axial force coefficients improves. (Omitting M = 5 data in which possible 
air  condensation effects exists.) To gain an insight into the magnitude of the 
various contributors to the axial force at zero angle of attack, the skin friction 
(assuming completely laminar and completely turbulent flow over the entire 
model) and base drag (assuming a turbulent boundary layer ahead of the base) 
were determined. The skin friction contribution was determined via reference 6. 
In reference 6, the average flat plate friction coefficients based on wetted area 
as  a function of Reynolds number for various Mach numbers a re  given. (For the 
values computed herein, the flat plate values were applied directly to the tangent 
ogives since the indicated approximate correction factors a re  16, 10 and 7 per- 
cent, respectively, for the f = 3, 5 and 7 bodies.) The ratio of the body wetted 
area (S,) to the reference area (S) for tangent ogives may be expressed in terms 
of the body fineness ratio ( f )  as 
*All  of the figures presented herein, with the exception of Figures 1 and 3, were mechanically 
plotted. The plotter assumed linearity between the computed values presented in Table 1. 
An uncertainty exists in the M = 5 data due to the presence of a small amount of condensed air 
in the stream. See reference I .  
** 
3 
1 S “=8(f2+ 1/4)2 
S 
The resulting values for S,  / S  for fineness ratio 3, 5 and 7 bodies are 8.1, 13.4 
and 18.7, respectively. The base drag values were obtained from references 7 
and 8. The following table summarizes the various drag contributions under the 








3.4 x 106 
3.6 X l o 6  
.9 x l o 6  
*Turbulent flow ahead of base. ** 
























































Unfortunately, base pressures were not obtained in the tests of reference 1, and 
the test Reynolds numbers were in the region of boundary layer transition. These 
factors, coupled with possible air condensation effects in the M = 5 data makes 
it impossible to assess the axial force prediction near zero lift. However, a 
comparison of the Newtonian values with pressure drag predictions from more 
exact theories showed that the Newtonian values were approached with increasing 
Mach number. For the limiting case of the hemisphere, the measured pressures 
at M = 4.95 reported in reference 9 agreed very well with those of the modified 
Newtonian theory. 
4 
The lift, drag, and lift-to-drag ratio comparisons presented in Figure 4 are 
not discussed since these coefficients are  determined from the basic normal 
force and axial force coefficients previously discussed. However, it should be 
noted, as observed in reference 1, that the Newtonian drag coefficient distribution 
adequately predicts the drag trends. Thus, the drag coefficients may be deter- 
mined by singularly evaluating the total drag at a = O o  (using the known flight 
conditions) and assuming a Newtonian distribution to obtain the values at angle 
of attack. 
CONCLUDING REMARKS 
Newtonian aerodynamics a re  presented for fineness ratio 0.5 to 7 tangent 
ogive bodies of revolution at angles of attack from 0 to 180'. A comparison of 






An increase in fineness ratio resulted in increased lift, decreased drag 
and subsequently, a rapid increase in lift-to-drag ratio. 
Near zero lift, the agreement between the impact theory and experi- 
mental stability values improves with increasing Mach number with the 
exception of the normal force derivative for fineness ratios less than 4. 
The axial force coefficient is not adequately predicted by the impact 
theory, particularly at low angles of attack where the skin friction and 
base drag become significant contributors to the total drag. 
The Newtonian drag coefficient distribution adequately predicts the ex- 
perimental drag trends. Thus, the drag characteristics may be pre- 
dicted by singularly evaluating the total drag at a = 0' (using the known 
flight conditions) and assuming a Newtonian distribution to obtain the 
values at angle of attack. 
5 
APPENDIX 
TANGENT OGIVE BODY EQUATIONS 
This appendix presents the derivation of the body equations programmed 
into the body coefficient expressions of reference 5. The tangent ogive semi- 
cross section is shown encompassed by its arc circle (primed coordinates), as 
the cross hatched area in sketch (a). 
d 
Sketch (a) 
The equation of the arc circle in the primed coordinate system is given by 
(X' - R)* -+ p'* = R2 
P 
6 
The following relationships exist between the arc circle and the ogive coordinate 
sys terns : 
Substitution of equations 2(a) and 2(b) into equation (1) and nondimentionalizing, 
yields 
[x/d - f l  t b / d  t (R/d - 1/2)1 = (R/d)2 (3) 
which, upon solving for p/d, gives 
P/d = <R/d)' - (x/d - f ) 2  - (R/d - 1/2)  
Making use of the relation 
(R/d)' = f 2  t (R/d - 1/2)' 
leads to the following expression for p/d:  
The surface slope, 6, is given by 
(4) 
7 
Differentiation of equation (3) according to equation (6), and making use of equa- 
tion (4), yields the following relation for 6 
Equations (5) and (7) were programmed into the body coefficient equations of 
reference 5 to yield the generated coefficients presented herein. 
8 
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Table 1 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 
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-5.035 
Table 1 (Continued) 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 
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Table 1 (Continued) 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 
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-3  690 
-4.997 
-7 0 576 
Table 1 (Continued) 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 
(d )  f = 3  




































































-2  0048 
-2.3i3 
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-3 0 428 















































































































































































































































































-4 . 944 
-7 0 542 
Table 1 (Continued) 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 












































































-1 1. 108 
-11.375 
-11 0472 
-1 1. 395 
-1 1 148 
-10.736 
-10.173 
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Table 1 (Continued 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 
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-1 7 0 164 
-17.629 
-1 7 83 1 
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Table 1 (Continued 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 
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-2 3 140 
-2 1 669 
-19.930 
-1 7.976 
-1 5 865 
-1 3. 662 















































































































































-2 3 14 
-2 0 523 
-2.610 
-2  5 78 
-2  436 
-2 . 199 
-1.891 
-1 . 539 
-1 170 
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-3 0 320 
-4 66 1 
-7.351 
-15.142 
Table 1 (Continued) 
Tangent Ogive Aerodynamics 





































































-1 3 0049 
-16.037 
-19.067 
-2 2 047 
-24.887 
-2 7 50 1 











-24 67 1 
-21.816 
-18. 829 
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0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 
ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg) 
( a )  Pitching Moment Characteristics 
Figure 2-Tangent ogive aerodynamics. 
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0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 
ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg) 
( b )  N o m l  Force Characteristics 























20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 
ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg) 
( c )  Axial Force Characteristics 
Figure 2-Tangent ogive aerodynamics. 
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ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg ) 
( d )  Lift Force Characteristics 



















0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 
ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg) 
( e )  Drag Force Characteristics 
Figure 2-Tangent ogive aerodynamics. 
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0 20 40 60 8C 100 120 140 160 180 
ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg) 
( f )  Lift-to-Drag Ratio 
Figure 2-Tangent ogive aerodynamics. 
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EXPERIMENTAL, REF 2 
THEORETICAL 
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Figure 3-Tangent ogive near zero lift stability characteristics. 
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Figure 4-Comparison of theoretical and experimental aerodynamic characteristics of fineness 
ratio 3, 5 and 7 tangent ogive bodies. 
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0 5 10 15 20 25 30 
ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg) 
Figure 4-Comparison of theoretical and experimental aerodynamic characteristics of fineness 
ratio 3, 5 and 7 tangent ogive bodies. 
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Figure 4-Comparison of theoretical and experimental aerodynamic characteristics of fineness 
ratio 3, 5 and 7 tangent ogive bodies. 
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